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on november 22 1963 president john f kennedy was assassinated in dallas texas in the less than three years 
which have passed since his death controversy has continually arisen about the facts and conditions of his 
assassination and of the arrests and deaths that took place subsequently ironically enough the warren 
commission report issued to dispel rumors and to explain the facts and circumstances of the assassination 
and subsequent murders has given rise itself to a whole new set of speculations this is frank milspa at wbai 
fm and with me in the studio today is mr mark lane attorney former new york state assemblyman and author 
of the recently published book rush to judgment a critique of the warren commission's inquiry into the 
murders of president john f kennedy officer j.d tippett and lee harvey oswald mr lane welcome to wbai or 
welcome back i should say more accurately thank you very much i have just completed reading your book 
and i think that uh maybe the title is a little modest because it's not simply a critique nor does it purport relate 
to be simply a critique but extends beyond that into some amount of independent investigation and findings 
does it not well i have been to dallas seven times and together with emile d'antonio who directed point of 
order the army mccarthy documentary film uh we are preparing a documentary film 
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uh we are preparing a documentary film on the assassination and my last two visits there were with mr 
d'antonio on a production crew at which time we interviewed on film and on tape some of the most important 
witnesses to the assassination and to the murder of officer tippett and to other peripheral events such as 
ruby's entrance into the dallas courthouse basement and i have incorporated into the book the information 
given to me on film and on tape by these witnesses yes one of the most recurrent themes within your book is 
that of material evidence which has been placed in the national archives for a period of 75 years and 
therefore are not available to examination criticism investigation etcetera and the existence of other materials 
such as photographs taken at the at the medical examination of the president and and the x-rays uh of the 
body which have not been available to you or for that matter uh you believe or not have not been viewed by 
the commission yes in fact uh the when the president when his uh when the president's body was examined 
by commander humes who conducted the autopsy at the bethesda naval hospital he had according to his 
testimony 12 color photographs taken of the body and a whole series of x-rays and he explained to the 
commission members that he required this information which he could secure from the photographic 


evidence to assist him in determining the path of the bullets as they course through the president's body he 
then went on to say that however he was never able to see the photographs which were taken ostensibly to 
assist him because they were taken undeveloped taken by the sacred service and he never 
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taken by the sacred service and he never saw them again there is evidence that he saw some of the x-rays 
because he did make reference to some of the x-rays and have these photographs been seen or have they 
been to your knowledge developed well i don't know if they have been developed i do know that they were 
never seen by commander humes according to his own testimony i do know that when commander humes 
appeared before the wiring commission he said to this presidential commission that i thought that you might 
not be able to get the x-rays and the photographs yourselves and so i asked an artist if he would be good 
enough to do some drawings he said however the artist couldn't see the photographs either and he had to 
depend upon my verbal statement to him and my recollection which is therefore inaccurate and therefore the 
drawings which i am giving you are not accurate drawings and unfortunately his statement that the 
commission might not be able to see the x-rays and photographs unfortunately was born out the commission 
never did and i don't know where they are today i do know this that the national archives does not have the 
photographs and x-rays i've written to the director of the national archives and he has so informed me 
according to a recent newsweek story newsweek conducted an investigation of some weeks to see if they 
could determine where the x-rays and photographs are and uh they were unable to the fbi said they didn't 
have them the secret service said they didn't have him the national archives doesn't have him no one seems 
to know where this vitally important documentary evidence is my understanding of it is that these x-rays and 
these photographs are important because they would one would at least anticipate show conclusively the 
nature of the wounds inflicted upon the president which has been a matter of contention and conflicting 
testimony and this would have serious bearing upon the commission's conclusion uh that only uh two bullets 
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that only uh two bullets were were decisive in both the president's death and in the injuries of the of governor 
connolly yes in fact when congressman gerald ford who was one of the members of the commission wrote 
his book called portrait of the assassin he stated that at the outset mark lane raised the classic question of 
where the shots came from of course that was flattering but not accurate among the first to raise that 
question were a number of reporters in dallas uh richard dudman of the saint louis post dispatch in fact said 
that the doctors had all said at the parkland hospital on television and at the press conference the doctors 
who had worked on the president's body just after they announced the president's death every physician who 
was able to make an estimate as to the wound in the president's throat said the wound in the president's 
throat is an entrance wound the bullet apparently entered from the front and from above and ranged 
downward into the chest and did not exit now uh it would be good to be able to see the the actual videotapes 
but unfortunately the government the fbi and the secret service have gone to dallas and to the networks and 
have seized all of the existing videotape placed them someplace i presume in the archives but the 
commission never published a transcript but we do know this that dudman based upon that asked the 
question since it was plain that the president was looking forward and slightly to the right when the bullet 
struck him in the throat and the book depository building of course was well behind the limousine dudman 
asked the classic question how could oswald shoot the president from the front from the back now to 
corroborate the statements of the doctors of the wound was inflicted from the front was the fact that two- 
thirds of the spectators in dealey plaza who were able to make an assessment as to the origin of the shots 
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to the origin of the shots said that the shots did not come from the book depository building behind the 
limousine but rather from behind a wooden fence which was on a grassy hill in front of and to the right of 
limousine add to that the fact that seven railroad employees who were spectators with an excellent view of 
the entire scene as they stood on a railroad bridge just in front of the limousine they all said they heard the 


shots they looked toward the wooden fence because they knew the shots had come from there and they all 
said independently they saw puffs of smoke come from behind the fence you add to this the fact that 17 
dallas deputy sheriffs ran directly past the book depository building and climbed over the wooden fence and 
searched that area and that was the concentration point for the search which in two to three minutes had 
more than 50 police officers some of whom one for example patrolman smith said he smelled gunpowder 
behind the wooden fence now the commission takes this overwhelming evidence which would indicate that 
something took place from behind that fence and handles it in this very simple fashion quote no credible 
evidence suggests that the shots came from any place other than the book depository building not to be 
macabre but let's return to the wounds for just a moment because it seems to me from my reading or at least 
my recollection of my reading of the commission report that the credibility of the report as a whole is largely 
hinging on uh their analysis of the wounds now one of course the uh the fatal wound was the one which 
struck the president in the skull yes inflicting brain damage the other which the commission contends was the 
case supposedly entered in the back somewhere in the region the neck 





back somewhere in the region the neck perhaps six inches below all of the commission seems to feel at 
about the collar line and exited through the throat yes that's the commission's uh story i understand that um if 
there is an entrance wound and an exit wound one must necessarily be able to probe to run a probe from the 
point of entry to the point of exit most doctors agree of course the doctors here said that they could not in this 
particular they could not run this probe yeah and also regarding that wound to the president's head which the 
commission says was inflicted from the rear standing next to the limousine perhaps the closest spectator 
was charles brem mr brem was an old-time texas old-time ranger during world war ii and he told me that he 
was wounded twice in the normandy invasion and he said gunfire is a funny thing you forget all about it but 
it's something like swimming if you think you haven't been swimming for a long time perhaps have forgotten if 
you get thrown into the water you start swimming right away it all comes back and he said i heard those 
shots and i was under fire again and i knew where those shots came from he said when that last shot was 
fired i saw the effect upon the president's head it drove a portion of his skull which his skull exploded as the 
bullet hit his head and a portion of the president's skull was driven over the rear of the car and over the left of 
the car as if the shot had come from the right front from the fence deputy constable seymour weitzman 
testified that he did in fact pick up the skull where bremen described it landing and delivered it to the secret 
service that day now brim was on television on november 22nd from the scene indicating what i've just told 
you in fact in our in our film we have mr brem uh being interviewed and we also have mr brem uh 
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brem uh on the stock footage discussing this on november 22nd the commission never called brem brem 
describes himself as probably the closest witness the closest spectator to the assassination and yet after he 
told the police what he saw and after he told the fbi what he saw he was never called as a witness in in 
reference to um to this evidence which has not been secured by the commission and you indicated that dr dr 
hume um isn't it dr humes is the uh the commander in the medical corps who conducted the autopsy yes uh 
that he stated to the commission that uh he anticipated that perhaps they were not able to secure the x-rays 
uh the photographs etc and therefore he had had an artist conception made for their purposes this 
assumption strikes one as being rather unusual considering that the commission in its charge and in the 
authority presented to it by president johnson in the creation of the commission led one to believe that they 
would have access to all materials despite whatever their agency source whether they were independent 
persons who happened to be there taking photographs that they could subpoena this material and that all 
governmental agencies fbi secret service etc would be required to hand over any materials to them that they 
desired was this material that they did not have these photographs and x-rays withheld from them or did had 
they simply not requested them well we could only know the answer to that question if we read the minutes 
of the commission's meetings however the minutes of the commission meetings have been sealed and been 
placed in the national archives where they may not be seen until november 22nd year 2038 





november 22nd year 2038 so we can't get the answer to that question in fact i'll tell you what is in the 
archives what's there at the present time the testimony of all of the witnesses the actual transcript is in the 
archives and that too was sealed into the year 2038 the commission did publish its version of what the 
witnesses said but the commission deleted portions of what the witnesses said and in volume one of the 
evidence published by the commission appears the statement of the commission reserved the right to edit 
the the verbatim transcript in order to improve the clarity and the accuracy of the witness's testimony close 
quote now i don't know that means not in available but other than that i can't understand their their comment 
in addition to this as i've indicated all of the minutes of the commission meetings are sealed in addition to that 
the commission published a list which is presently in the archives and can be seen it's an index of the 1555 
files which are called on the index sheet list of basic materials relied upon by the commission 580 of those 
files are presently classified and cannot be seen in addition to this none of the actual evidence in the case 
the bullet the rifle the pistol the clothing allegedly worn by oswald the jacket that is the clothing worn by the 
president none of the physical evidence is in the archives at all none of it's been placed there it's presently 
being held by the cia by the secret service and by the fbi and it too is inaccessible no one is allowed to 
examine the evidence now what i don't understand is if the commission 





commission is so certain of its conclusion and that so certain that oswald did it and did it alone and that all of 
the evidence proves this conclusively why the mystery why hide until uh after our lifetime which was the 
phrase used by the chief justice at the beginning of the hearings when he predicted that this would take 
place why hide all of this material seems to me to be the very antithesis of democracy it seems to be that 
most odious concept of the imposition of consensus from above have you had occasion and to uh direct 
these questions to members of the commission itself perhaps or perhaps to uh some of its council like mr 
rankin well uh we have uh completed a film on the assassination we've invited mr rankin and every other 
attorney for the commission and every member of the commission to view the film and then we agreed to film 
a 10-minute statement by each member of the commissioner each council for the commission and whatever 
they said would be presented in our film entirely unedited thus far not one member of the commission has 
agreed to uh to make a statement for the record the commission of course doesn't exist anymore when it 
completed its report the chief justice handed the report to the president of the united states and president 
johnson looked around he was on network television held the document in his hand and said it's very heavy 
which was perhaps a fine and astute assessment of of the document and one of the finest short analysis of 
the of the warren report but uh at that moment the commission i think made its wisest decision it then 
disbanded and has never been available to answer any questions since that time and it has left no 
permanent staff or temporary staff in terms of secretarial or executive secretary no it just 
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secretary no it just disappeared when it handed the report to the who maintains its files its files are all 
maintained in the archives in the archives and most of it is the personal files that is the minutes of the 
meetings etc are in secrecy there the rest of them uh some of them can be seen they're remarkable uh files 
uh the commissions seem spent so much time investigating its critics that it just did not have an opportunity 
to look thoroughly into the facts of the 1555 documents which are the basic source materials the 
commission's own phrase 35 of them deal with me the agents of the fbi and secret service followed me 
around the country tape recording my speeches at various universities at various churches and sending in 
reports as to what i had said with the complaint often that this varies not at all from what lane testified to 
before the commission he added nothing at all well i'm sorry to have been so dull but i could have told the 
members of the fbi and the secret service in fact i often did at the lectures that i was merely going to repeat 
that same old jury speech which i had made so many times before but i practically escaped scrutiny if you 
compare my experience with that of joachim justin mr justin is a german-born american naturalized citizen 
now who wrote a very early book on the case called oswald assassin or fall guy and one of the basic 


documents relied upon by the commission is a file secured from the gestapo published in november 1937 
secured from the gestapo by the cia dealing no doubt with the mr jorkum justin's background political uh 
reliability and so that the commission could peruse it to determine what kind of a gentleman i suppose mr 
justin is in the the concept the idea of earl warren pouring over a gestapo file in order to 





pouring over a gestapo file in order to secure information about a commission critic is frankly something 
which sends chills going up and down my spine one of the major discussions running throughout your book 
is of course the discussion of the evidence its unavailability to the commission and to independent analysts 
such as yourself related to this is your relation of a number of incidences in which testimony apparently has 
has been altered where fbi agents have either through well let's say in the most charitable light have 
misunderstood statements given by witnesses and have misquoted them in their reports to the commission 
yes that was very charitable the fact is that the majority of the witnesses who testified before the commission 
who were asked to comment upon fbi reports which had been prepared by fbi agents who questioned the 
witnesses in the majority of cases where the witness was confronted with the statement he said the 
statement was inaccurate and in almost every single instance where the statement was inaccurate it fell into 
a pattern that is if as the fbi presented the statement if that were in fact true it would be an indication of 
oswald's guilt but as the witness himself presented it it was an indication of oswald's innocence and it may be 
that these were just misunderstandings the fbi has a very strange fashion of conducting interviews they don't 
use tape recording devices when they question witnesses and they don't take notes they leave the room and 
then sometime thereafter recapitulate uh what it is they think the witness said and maybe most of these were 
errors although there were errors which indicated as i indicated earlier a pattern unfortunately of prejudice 
and bias on the part of the agents but at least in one instance there is no 
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but at least in one instance there is no question but that it was not a question of mere bias and prejudice 
subconsciously influencing a report nelson delgado was with lee harvey oswald in the marine corps mr 
delgado a sergeant is now in in fact in vietnam we conducted a filmed interview with him just a week before 
he was sent to vietnam and he told us that which he testified to before the commission as well and that is 
that when he served with oswald in the marine corps oswald was a very poor rifle shot he said you see uh 
very often you would see maggie's draws on the line that is uh when one fires the army right someone waves 
a red flag and he said you don't see that very often not in the marine corps you don't and oswald was sort of 
the butt of the company because he was such a poor shot he also said oswald never cared about rifles and 
his rifle was always dirty and he said he was a very good friend of oswald as a matter of fact he liked oswald 
but the fact is he just never cared about weapons and he was a poor shot he said two agents of the fbi came 
to question him he said when i told them that they didn't like it and they try to get me to change my story they 
badgered me they argue with me they told me it wasn't so etc and then they brought other agents in a total of 
four agents and he said this process was repeated continually and he told this to the commission of course 
the commission never called in the foi agents and asked if they had done this but the unfortunate thing is that 
while mr delgado was one of those people who had the backbone to stand up to the fbi and not allow his 
testimony to be influenced by their desires and in fact the backbone to report to the commission this unusual 
activity by the agents which amounts if he is correct to subbination of perjury it's a very serious crime if he's 
accurate about what the fbi agents were doing fact is that the fbi conducted 25 000 interviews and re- 
interviews and this is the bedrock of the commission's investigation for the commission conducted no 
investigation 
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conducted no investigation it relied almost entirely upon the fbi the secret service the dallas police and the 
dallas sheriff's office sheriff's department for its evidence and it called but a very very small minority of those 
who gave statements to the fbi then also you report in your book allegations that witnesses who appeared in 


person before the commission were frequently subjected to or at least offered a number of uh leading 
questions which would have directed their testimony along the lines that commission investigation seemed to 
be proceeding in your view towards that of finding oswald to be the only and sole assassin yes there's a in in 
most cases the witnesses before they testified were prepared by council that is before the stenographer 
began to take minutes the attorney rehearsed the testimony with uh with the witness now this is certainly a 
procedure which is excusable where there is an adversary procedure and where you want to prepare your 
witness knowing that he's going to be subjected to hostile course examination and the truth will come out in 
the crucible of cross-examination but of course there was no cross-examination uh here before the 
commission was it just was not done that way secondly it makes some sense if you want to see to it that 
hearsay evidence or relevant information is is proscribed and only relevant matter comes in you can't have a 
rehearsal in advance but since the record was so chalk filled with irrelevant material and and repetitious 
material this clearly was not the purpose of the preparation but i think worse than this was the fact that the 
commission neglected to call the most important witnesses to the murder of officer tippet it neglected to call 
the most important witnesses to the murder of president kennedy and when witnesses did come before the 
commission if they 





did come before the commission if they were about to offer non-conforming testimony they were stopped 
give you an example of lee j bowers who on november 22nd was in the railroad tower behind the wooden 
fence with the exception of the men on the overpass he commanded by far the best view of the area behind 
the fence and he said you know when the when this is his testimony when the shots were fired something 
directed my attention to that wooden fence something that dash and the dash indicates that he was in the 
middle of the sentence i'm now quoting from his testimony and the commission attorney broke in with a 
totally unrelated question and shortly thereafter excused mr bowers without ever finding out what it was that 
attracted his attention to the wooden fence well i met mr bowers perhaps a year and a half after i read his 
testimony we conducted a filmed interview with him and i read this portion of his testimony and said it 
appeared to me that you were interrupted he said yes i was interrupted by the commission lawyer he did not 
want to hear me say what it is i saw but i would have told him if he would have listened that i saw a puff of 
smoke or a flash of light at that wooden fence and that's what attracted my attention that statement is an 
extremely valuable one is one which the commission never troubled to take and it is now even more valuable 
than it had been at the time because just last week mr bowers was killed just a few miles from dallas in 
addition to misstatements on the fbi reports and on leading and leading questions and argumentation on the 
part of the commission attorneys there also seems to have been some amount of uh tampering with 
witnesses or some evidence pointing to that on the part of the secret service and it's a holding of marina 
oswald and 





marina oswald and yes marine come in on this in in your book that she was held for a long period of time and 
that uh her story seems to uh change as her stay with uh stay with the secret service matures yes i would 
say that that's a very fair summation of of what took place on november 22nd she said she was certain her 
husband was innocent that he'd never shot at anyone he liked president kennedy she did not believe for an 
instant that he would shoot at the president she was shown a rifle on november 22nd by the dallas police 
and she stated at that time she certainly could not state that that weapon ever belonged to lee harvey oswald 
she was held in protective custody which was the phrase used by the government although she did not 
request the custody in fact from november 22nd through november 29th there was no warren commission so 
the federal government had absolutely no authority whatsoever to move into the case and they illegally held 
her with her mother-in-law margarita oswald who later was released but marina oswald was kept in custody 
until her testimony completed many many months later during that entire time she was questioned daily by 
the fbi and by the sacred service and she said at first when she testified before the commission that the fbi 
practically wanted me to become an agent of theirs they told me if i wanted to live in this country if i did not 
want to be deported i would have to cooperate with them and she is quite bitter in her original testimony 


about the pressure brought upon her by the agents of the fbi her last statement regarding the rifle was on 
november 22nd before her testimony stating that the rifle she could not identify as oswald's weapon she 
testified then in february of 64. after her first day of testimony the chief justice came downstairs and met with 
the press and held an impromptu press conference in the lobby of the veteran of foreign wars building and 
the press asked him if marina 
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and the press asked him if marina identified the weapon as one belonging to her husband and the chief 
justice said quote we haven't shown her the rifle yet we're going to be going to show it to her tomorrow and i 
am pretty sure she is going to identify it as her husband's rifle close quote and she did yes his prediction was 
borne out it was accurate as was his position that the evidence might not be known to us during our lifetime 
so the chief justice score as a prognosticator was remarkably good but i think his record as a fair investigator 
suffered with each of his accurate predictions and there have been constant stories uh current and many of 
them recorded in your book of intimidation of witnesses from ma often anonymous sources where people 
were told that they would be best advised through late night phone calls or strangers who came to their 
homes or places of business where people were told that they their own interests would be best served by 
uh keeping certain of their observations and opinions to themselves yes and one could say that in a number 
of these cases it may have been cranks who read in the newspaper that the person was about to testify 
although even that it seems to me is a serious problem because the integrity of an investigation depends 
upon the ability of the witness to give testimony freely without fear of being punished by anyone officially or 
unofficially but some of the matters are even more serious than that in at least two cases where the witness 
was invited to testify and received a letter from the commission the witness never told anyone about the 
invitation and then received threatening phone calls and was warned not to testify when it seems that no one 
other than commission 
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seems that no one other than commission counsel and commission personnel and the witness knew that the 
person that the witness had been invited to testify in addition to this would you be able to document a couple 
of instances sure for example nancy perrin rich who was ruby's barmaid testified that she received an 
invitation to testify before the commission of course she had already given a statement to the fbi but was not 
published anywhere and no one had access to this publicly she was invited to testify by the commission and 
then she said she received phone calls she was threatened a man followed her in a car and she was totally 
best not to testify another would be mrs wilmer tice who in fact was the woman who testified that she saw 
jack ruby at the parkland hospital that was very inconvenient for the commission for the commission said that 
ruby was not at the parkland hospital and in the middle of the night her door was barricaded from the outside 
the front door the back door the bells began to ring at her house then the telephone rang and she was told by 
an anonymous person this voice she did not recognize you'd better keep your mouth shut you'd better not 
testify now these two instances are particularly puzzling because the public in general did not know that 
these two women were going to appear before the commission of course there were even more serious 
threats to the integrity of the investigation and the the witnesses right to testify freely in the instance of 
warren reynolds for example mr reynolds is a man who worked at a used car lot just one block and a half 
from where officer tibbett was killed on november 22nd early in the afternoon he heard some shots he came 
outside of the store and saw a man fleeing running right past his used car lot the man had a pistol in his hand 
while there's no proof that that man had just fired it off as a tippet but he came from the scene he was 
carrying a pistol and he was running from the scene and i think one can say that he may have been involved 
certainly in the tip of the killing reynolds 





in the tip of the killing reynolds chased him then lost him reynolds was on television that day describing what 
he had seen he described the man who fled from the scene as a man who was short and on the heavy side 
oswald of course was of medium height or a little taller and was extremely thin he was not describing lee 
harvey oswald he was never questioned mr reynolds by any agent of the federal government during 
november or december or until january 21st of 1964 and then two fbi agents called upon him showed him 
pictures of oswald and he said that was not the man who he saw flee from the tippett scene two days later 
warren reynolds was shot through the head bullet entered his right temple and lodged in the lower portion of 
his left jaw he was rushed to the hospital the dallas police arrested a man and charged him with the 
attempted murder of reynolds reynolds fortunately recovered uh this man was charged with the attempted 
murder but he was released he was rearrested when there was more evidence he had called up his sister 
and told her that he did in fact shoot at reynolds he told other people that it was good that reynolds was shot 
at etc finally though he was released because he was able to present an alibi witness betty mooney 
mcdonald was his alibi witness she came forward and said yes this man did not shoot reynolds he was with 
me at the time based upon that statement and even before reynolds had sufficiently recovered so that he 
could identify the man who shot him or not identify him the charges were dropped against the men now miss 
mcdonald the alibi witness became somewhat expendable evidently she was arrested two days later by the 
dallas police for quarreling with her roommate although her roommate was not arrested taken to the dallas 
police station where within one hour she was found dead the dallas police said that she hung herself to death 
she was incidentally a strip a stripper for jack ruby there seemed to have been a 





a large number of people who met untimely ends who were involved in one way or another with the 
aftermath of the president's assassination uh recall that there were several i think uh three or four newsmen 
who died in automobile accidents or under more mysterious uh circumstances uh any number of witnesses 
who were shot in assailants not located or at least never brought to trial un people who committed or 
allegedly committed suicide and apparently persons who attempted to you relate one incidence that i recall 
reading about a person who attempted to secure a photograph of a potential witness and complained that it 
was a very dangerous assignment and and stopped attempting to secure this photograph before he had 
achieved it did did you or any of the people um associated with you in your independent investigation uh ever 
have uh any occasion to fear for your own safety were you threatened well we haven't lost an amateur 
investigator yet fortunately but the fact is that there has been a great deal of violence involving uh witnesses 
and some investigators there were two reporters who visited jack ruby's apartment and they visited that 
apartment november 24th just after ruby killed oswald i have no idea what they found there one was jim cote 
of the dallas times herald he was killed in his apartment in dallas with a karate chop to the throat and nothing 
was stolen from his apartment that's an unsolved crime the other reporter who was there returned to his local 
assignment desk outside of dallas and he 
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assignment desk outside of dallas and he was shot to death in the police station of his own local community 
by the son of the chief of the police force now it may be that all of these events are completely unrelated 
although uh there is one investigator on the scene in dallas penn jones who is the editor of the midlothian 
mirror in midlothian texas which is about 23 miles from dallas and he's a very active investigator and he said 
there are many more deaths than than i knew about he said he would like very much to see a computer 
faced with the task of trying to explain the deaths of so many people so closely related to the facts in this 
case and i suppose that that would be an interesting thing to feed into a computer but whether these deaths 
really resulted from the fact that the witnesses saw things on november 22nd or november 24th or were 
familiar with certain facts which might proved inconvenient or whether they were not the fact is that this 
unexplained violence these unsolved crimes tended to induce conforming testimony when we were in dallas 
we questioned a number of witnesses and a number of them refused to give us statements they were very 
friendly to us they said they'd like to help us they said they did not believe the warren report it's an interesting 
thing i think there are less people proportionally in dallas texas who believe the warren report than any place 


else in the united states uh we almost none of the witnesses with whom we spoke in fact they say this in the 
film we show them the report and they say look i know what i saw and i know what the commission said i so i 
know they distorted what i what i said and i know that the report is inaccurate in that respect and i don't 
understand why people throughout the country are so naive naive as to accept it witness after witness in 
dallas said this to us but many also said i'd like to make a statement but frankly with the reporters being killed 
and reynolds being shot etc i'm just afraid now whether there was a relationship or not 
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relationship or not the fact that the commission showed no interest in seeing these crimes was solved or 
explained in some way increased the terror and increase the conformity of the testimony as well as far as my 
own experience with the police we did find domingo benavidez who was an eyewitness to the uh tippett 
killing he told me the man who did it was short and was heavy and that it was in fact not oswald we asked 
him if he would agree to do a filmed interview with us and he agreed to do that at the motel that we were 
staying at the following morning but that evening instead two dallas homicide investigators called upon us 
indicated they were beginning an investigation of us they understood that we had seen mr benavidez and 
made it quite plain to us that benefiters would not show up and benefit us did not show up and investigators 
who for us have gone into the the area where officer tippett was killed in oak cliff often are followed by police 
who hamper them in their activities because it's difficult with a police officer following you to carry out a task 
which involves some investigation well mr lane your your book and your statements here today uh in effect 
as they bear on the treatment and the handling of evidence in this investigation of the murder of president 
kennedy allege that there have been misstatements on fbi reports either through incompetence or through 
design that uh there were leading questions and argumentation in some places perhaps outright obfuscation 
on the part of commission attorneys conducting interviews that there has been evidence of tampering of 
witnesses on the part of federal and local police agencies if there has been intimidation from various sources 
of prospective witnesses and finally that much material witness has been much 





has been much material evidence has been impounded in the national archives or as yet has not been 
located what in effect do you feel is required in order to resolve the questions that remain in which you and 
others have repeatedly raised about the uh about this set of murders of the president and of officer tippett 
and of lee harvey oswald what do you see as being a possibility on the part either of the government or on 
the part of some independent group to determine some of the facts of this case and to resolve some of the 
contradictions that seem to remain i think that what is required at this time is a great national dialogue i think 
that it is certain that the american people must indicate quite plainly that they are not satisfied with the 
warren report they feel that the answers have not yet been given and that we are entitled to answers to such 
questions as who killed president kennedy and why was he killed i think that when that dialogue begins and i 
think that it is now beginning in america for the first time it's a dialogue which has taken place in western 
european countries for more than two years now but i think it is just now beginning in america and i i think 
that what is required from that dialogue the result must be a demand that the congress enact legislation 
forcing the national archives to open up their classified information to let those of us who live in this 
democracy find out what the what evidence the government has gathered and has suppressed regarding the 
death of the president of course the pres president johnson has the power to open the archives but he is the 
person who's closed the archive so i think one can hardly expect that he will reverse his position at this time 
unless there is a 
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this time unless there is a great feeling in the country that it must be done and is are there at present any 
attempts to form an independent review of some stature separate from the government among perhaps 
groups of lawyers or the bar association or some legal body i don't think that anything specific has been 
done along those lines at this point i think that that probably will have to follow not precede the dialogue 


which i think is just beginning to come but i am hopeful that in the in the months ahead there will be such a 
demand and there will be such an inquiry i want to thank you very much for being here today with us mr lane 
and for giving us this interview on your book rush to judgment i'd like to point out that the commission set 
itself the following goals when it first initiated its efforts it broke down the area of assignments for its staff for 
its uh attorneys and their assistance into the following six areas one oswald's activities on november 22 2. 
oswald's background three oswald's career in the marine corps and his stay in the soviet union four oswald's 
murder in the dallas police station five jack ruby's background six the procedures employed to protect 
president kennedy the national dialogue which now appears to be developing in the form of mr lane's book 
and in other books that are being published on the subject seems to be centering around were these 
adequate 





adequate categories of investigation and thought and even within those categories were they adequately 
investigated and resolved this has been frank milspa at wbai fm 
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